
 

 
WisDOT/Bicycle Federation of Wisconsin Meeting 

Thursday, June 24, 2004, 11:00-12:00pm 
 
People in attendance 
Casey Newman, WisDOT BOP   Marjorie Ward, Bicycle Federation 
Bobbi Retzlaff, WisDOT, BOP   Robbie Webber, Bicycle Federation 
Tom Huber, WisDOT, BOP    Tim Kiefer, Bicycle Federation 
 
          

1. Overview of WisDOT’s meeting purpose and WisDOT’s long-range plan, Connections 2030, by 
WisDOT staff:  The meeting began at 11:00.  Casey Newman, WisDOT, gave an overview of 
WisDOT’s long-range plan Connections 2030.  WisDOT is seeking input on transportation planning 
issues from larger Wisconsin cities at this point.  Connections 2030 is scheduled to be completed in 
2006. 

 
2. Gathering of input from the Bicycle Federation: Discussion focused on the following issues: 

 
a. Corridors 

It was noted that WisDOT should make an effort to connect corridors to large urban areas so the 
corridors are multimodal corridors.  Currently, there are often gaps in bike systems.  The system 
will be fine in rural and urban areas, but disappear on the periphery.  Examples of highways that 
cause such barriers around Madison include 12, 14, 30, 18, 151.  The Glacial Drumlin trail was 
also cited as an example.  As one person noted, missing connections would be unaccepted for 
vehicle travel, but have been taken for granted with other modes. 
 
It was also noted that bicycle and pedestrian modes are typically cut when corridors focus only 
on passenger or freight travel.  Passenger and freight travel act as a barrier. 
 

b. Routine Accommodations 
Every transportation project should be as multimodal as possible.  Bicycle and pedestrian 
facilities should be included in the initial project, instead of installing them later with 
transportation enhancement funds.  A good example of routine accommodations has been wider 
paved shoulders on state highways. 
 
Local governments need to be held accountable. 
 



c. Bike Path Fees 
Bicycle paths that receive federal funds for construction need to be eligible for maintenance 
funds as well.  Local governments are reluctant to build bike paths since no maintenance funding 
is available. 
 
In addition, paths using federal funds should not be allowed to charge user fees.  These paths are 
typically commuter paths (e.g., Capitol City, Fox River trails).  If it is acceptable to charge tolls 
for bike users, it should be acceptable to charge tolls on highway users. 

 
d. Proportional Safety Funding 

Safety funding needs to be distributed in proportion to all fatalities (bicyclists, pedestrians), not 
much highway fatalities. 
 

e. Transportation Enhancement Funds 
Wisconsin needs to restore STP-D funds for bike projects.  Similarly, there should be just one 
fund for all STP-D projects – not a separate pool for bikes. 
 
Wisconsin needs to stay on par with other states in terms of distributing transportation 
enhancement funds. 
 

f. ATVs 
There is a perception that ATV users provide tourism monies and bicyclists do not. 
 
Counties have been building trails with federal funds and then buying the land.  By purchasing 
the land, they are able to remove the “motorized vehicles prohibited” restriction and allow 
ATVs. 
 

g. Miscellaneous 
Has any thought been given to looking at European counties in how they have integrated 
bicycles into their transportation systems.  Countries like German have a very similar climate to 
Wisconsin. 
 
Wisconsin has an opportunity to be a leader among the states in providing bicycle 
accommodations.  The state already has an edge with its paved country roads and turning rails to 
trails. 
 

The Bicycle Federation distributed a document listing their major issues, identifying what the Bicycle 
Federation is doing on these issues and others, and identifying what WisDOT can do for bicyclists.  A 
copy of this document is attached to these notes. 




















